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consciousness and that these are necessarily accompanied by
modifications in the cortex. This he holds to be perfectly consis-
tent with either pre-established harmony or inftuxus physicus as
an account of the relation between mind and body ;* and therefore
he is not called on to decide between these. His difficulty is to see
how, on such a view, the representational character of inner sense
is to be explained, though as regards the existence and function
of such a sense, he is never in the least uncertain. Its function is
to provide immediate awareness of awareness, and its existence
is obvious to introspection. Tetens also maintains, however, on
introspective grounds that awareness and awareness of awareness
are never in fact simultaneous. It is never true to say * I know that
I am thinking' but only' I know that I have thought *, and this is
ultimately his ground for maintaining the representative character
of inner sense.
The solution is that the mind in the act of thinking modifies
its ideas (by abstraction, concentration, &c.). This modification is
accompanied by a corresponding modification of the ideae mcd&riales
in the cortex,2 and to this physical modification corresponds the
event in consciousness which I describe as awareness of awareness
and which constitutes the content of nay inner sense.
To put the matter in a sentence, what I am aware of by means
of inner sense is my own past acts of awareness. Tetens himself
was prepared to take a similar view of my awareness of volitional
and, with reservations, even of emotional experience, but he paid
little attention to these.
If we now revert to Kant's statement in the Anthropology, it
seems possible to attribute a fairly intelligible meaning to it assum-
ing that he had Tetens doctrine in mind. He would be bound of
course to begin, as in fact he does, by dissociating himself from the
view that inner sense provides me with immediate awareness -of
the mind's activity since that would confuse it with pure apper-
ception and obliterate the sharp distinction which Kant draws
between the receptivity of sense and the spontaneity of under-
standing. None the less, provided this point is made clear, inner
sense might stiE be awareness of awareness, or awareness of a past
act of perceiving (since Kant seems to have entirely agreed as to
the distinction between any cognitive act and my awareness of its
occurrence). Furthermore, such an interpretation is perfectly con-
sistent with his belief in illusions of inner sense, since the illusion
1 See above, p. 45,                      * Cf. Ak. ii, p. 345.